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a violent change during the time which, if the Bill became law, 1911
would pass before a reformed House of Lords could be called into
'existence, a new. kind of issue of the kind which I contemplated
might arise. Was it conceivable that H.M/S advisers would desire
that he should create three hundred Peers for the purpose of resisting
such a proposal 1 " Finally Lord Lansdowne warned his Majesty
to be " careful how he took for granted that in no circumstances
might the House of Lords take a line which would render it impos-
sible for him to overcome them except by the creation of Peers " ;
and said he thought it would be most unwise for any of those con-
cerned, either H.M.G. or the Opposition or H.M. himself to commit
themselves finally to any particular line of action or above all to
allow it to become known that they had so committed themselves.
It may be inferred from this that at the end of January Lord Lans-
downe was doubtful of his capacity to control the House of Lords,
and that he was relying on the possibility of raising a new issue which
might plausibly be said to require yet another election. It was pre-
cisely this attempt to change the issue which Asquith had anticipated
and which he had endeavoured to guard against when he made him-
self responsible for advising the dissolution of December 1910.
m
There was much difference of opinion in the Unionist Party as
to the next step. Lord Rosebery, who till then had .been a pioneer
of House of Lords Reform, held strongly that in the new circum-
stances it would be a tactical blunder to produce an alternative
plan which would probably divide the Unionist Party and <^rtalnly
expose them to a new attack from their opponents. But Lord
Lansdowne, strongly backed by Lord Curzon, believed, ob the
contrary, that their position would be strengthened, if the powers
that they thought necessary for a Second Chamber ware daimed,
not for the existing hereditary House but for a i^eonsfattitecL and
more popular body. This view prevailed with the Unionist Shadow
Cabinet, and " the death-bed repentance " begun in the last Parfia-
ment was now resumed and definite form given to it in a B01 of
which Lord Curzon was supposed to be the principal author, aad
which Lord Lansdowne himself introduced on 8th May. Briefly
it proposed that the reconstituted House should consist of about
• 350 members, of whom 100 were to be Peers elected by a specially
qualified panel of their own order, 120 elected by members of

